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DETAILED ACTION 

Status of Claims 

1 . This action is in reply to the application filed on October 12, 2005. 

2. Claims 1-20 are currently pending and have been examined. 

Priority 

3. Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the 
best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 1 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 
written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the 
specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), 
at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

6. Claim 1 contains the limitation of "transmitting a confirmation message from a customer terminal 
via the data or telecommunication network to the accounting system server to release at least a partial 
credit for the payment amount for payment in assignment to the process identifier" The specification does 
not describe what is meant by "to release at least a partial credit for the payment amount for payment" 

7. Claim 1 contains the limitation of "comparing, on the accounting system server, of the at least 
partial credit of the customer registered with the accounting system server and available for electronic 
management thereby with the payment amount released by the customer" The specification dees not 
describe what is meant by this limitation. 

8. Claim 16 contains the limitation of "released payment amount" The specification does not 
describe what is meant by this limitation. 

9. Claim 16 contains the limitation of "a comparison device for comparing the credit amount with the 
payment amount and control and a transmission device connected to the comparison device to trigger the 
charge and to send the execution message to the retailer terminal" The specification does not describe 
what is meant by this limitation. 
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10. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

11. Claims 1, 6, 9, 16, and 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards 
as the invention. 

12. Claim 1 contains the limitation of "generating a unique process identifier by the accounting 
system server for the payment and being transmitted at least in a first payment step in a confirmation 
request from the accounting system server, together with payment amount information, to a customer 
terminal." It is unclear what is "being transmitted" For purposes of examination, Examiner has interpreted 
this limitation to mean that it is the identifier that is being transmitted. 

13. Claim 1 contains the limitation of "transmitting a confirmation message from a customer terminal 
via the data or telecommunication network to the accounting system server to release at least a partial 
credit for the payment amount for payment in assignment to the process identifier" It is unclear what is 
meant by "to release at least a partial credit for the payment amount for payment" For purposes of 
examination, Examiner has interpreted this limitation to mean that the customer authorizes a certain 
amount to be charged by a retailer. 

14. Claim 1 contains the limitation of "comparing, on the accounting system server, of the at least 
partial credit of the customer registered with the accounting system server and available for electronic 
management thereby with the payment amount released by the customer" It is unclear what is being 
compared. The claim states that the "at least partial credit of the customer" is being compared with the 
"payment amount released by the customer" It is unclear what these are and how they differ. The 
previous limitation in claim 1 states "release at least a partial credit for the payment amount for payment" 
Therefore, it appears that the "at least partial credit of the customer" and the "payment amount released 
by the customer" are the same. Consequently, it is not clear how these two things can be compared. For 
purposes of examination, Examiner has interpreted this limitation to mean that the amount that is 
authorized by the customer is compared to the payment amount that is to go to the retailer. 

15. Claim 1 contains the limitation of "further to the establishment of a credit amount exceeding the 
released payment amount by the accounting system server in response to the confirmation message, 
charging the released payment amount or a partial amount to be paid being triggered by this and sending 
a first execution message relating to the completed charge to a retailer terminal" It is unclear what is 
meant by this limitation. For purposes of examination, Examiner has interpreted this to mean that the 
authorized amount is charged to the customer and a message relating to the completed charge is sent to 
the retailer. 
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16. Claim 6 contains the limitation of "substantially larger" The word "substantially" is variable and 
indefinite. For purposes of examination, Examiner has interpreted "substantially larger" to mean "larger." 

17. Claim 6 contains the limitation of "wherein the payment amount specified in the confirmation 
request for confirmation is substantially larger than a difference between the step-related payment 
amount and the remaining payment amount, such that further to a confirmation message for the payment 
amount, a new remaining payment amount is released for a plurality of subsequent payment steps in the 
accounting system server" This limitation is unclear. For purposes of examination, Examiner has 
interpreted it to mean that a new payment amount is released. 

18. Claim 9 contains the limitation of "wherein the customer is notified of the process identifier at a 
point of sale outside the data or telecommunication network" It is unclear what is meant by this li mitation. 
For purposes of examination, Examiner has interpreted this to mean that the customer receives the 
identifier in a way other than the payment network. 

19. Claim 16 contains the limitation of "released payment amount" This limitation is unclear. For 
purposes of examination, Examiner has interpreted this to mean the amount that is authorized by the 
customer. 

20. Claim 16 contains the limitation of "a comparison device for comparing the credit amount with the 
payment amount and control and a transmission device connected to the comparison device to trigger the 
charge and to send the execution message to the retailer terminal" This limitation is unclear as explained 
with regard to the rejection of Claim 1 above. For purposes of examination, Examiner has interpreted this 
limitation to mean that the a mount that is authorized by the customer is co mpared to the payment a mount 
that is to go to the retailer. 

21. Claim 18 contains the limitation of "wherein the generating device for generating the process 
identifier and the transmission device are connected to for transmission thereof to the retailer terminal" It 
is unclear what the devices are connected to. For purposes of examination, Examiner has interpreted this 
limitation to mean that there are two devices, but they are not necessarily connected to any specific 
device. 

22. Claim 19 contains the limitation of "wherein the accounting system server further comprises a 
calculation device to calculate the remaining payment amount from a stored released payment amount 
and at least one step-related payment amount and the storage device is connected to the calculation 
device to store the remaining payment amount in place of the released payment amount as input data for 
the comparison device" It is unclear what is meant by this limitation. For purposes of examination, 
Examiner has interpreted this limitation to mean that the difference between the authorized amount and 
the payment amount is calculated. 

23. Claim 20 contains the limitation of "wherein the accounting system server has an identification 
and storage device for extracting a retailer identifier and/or customer identifier from messages from the 
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retailer terminal or customer terminal and a storage and addressing device for addressing the 
confirmation request and/or execution message and optionally further messages to the customer temiinal 
or retailer terminal based on the stored retailer identifier or customer identifier" This limitation is unclear. 
For purposes of examination, Examiner has interpreted this to mean that there is an identification and 
storage device. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

24. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

25. Claims 1-3, 7-10, 11-16, and 19-20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Putta et al., U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2001/0032192 A1. 

Claim 1: 

Putta discloses the limitations of: 

• generating a unique process identifier by the accounting system server for the 
payment and being transmitted at least in a first payment step... together with 
payment amount information, to a customer terminal (see at least Putta, 
Paragraphs 0046-0047 (SPAN); and Paragraph 0093 (unique authorization 
code)); 

• transmitting a confirmation message from a customer terminal via the data or 
telecommunication network to the accounting system server to release at least a 
partial credit for the payment amount for payment in assignment to the process 
identifier (see at least Putta, Paragraph 0075 (The customer creates the face 
value of the SPAN. By doing so, the customer is authorizing an expenditure that 
is not to exceed that amount.)); 

• comparing, on the accounting system server, of the at least partial credit of the 
customer registered with the accounting system server and available for 
electronic management thereby with the payment amount released by the 
customer (see at least Putta, Paragraph 0060 (The transaction is either 
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authorized or rejected based on whether the authorization amount is greater than 
the payment amount.)); and 
• further to the establishment of a credit amount exceeding the released payment 
amount by the accounting system server in response to the confirmation 
message, charging the released payment amount or a partial amount to be paid 
being triggered by this (see at least Putta, Paragraph 0060 ("Upon receipt of 
authorization, merchant 200 proceeds with the transaction.")) 
Putta does not explicitly disclose: 

• in a confirmation request from the accounting system server. 

However, Examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well known in the electronic 
payment arts to send a confirmation request. For example, when people send packages 
through the mail or a delivery service, it has always been common to request 
confirmation of delivery from the recipient. Additionally, when people make purchases, 
they have often requested receipts, especially when an item is being ordered. It would 
have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate this feature with Putta's method and apparatus for improved 
financial instrument processing for the purpose of creating an obvious variation of Putta, 
which discloses that the merchant sends the confirmation request (see at least 
Paragraph 0055). It would be obvious that the accounting system (as in the instant 
application) could send the confirmation request as opposed to the merchant (as in 
Putta). Additionally, it is obvious that the server would require that the customer confirm 
that the identifier and payment amount were received. 

Putta does not explicitly disclose: 

• sending a first execution message relating to the completed charge to a retailer 
terminal. 

However, Examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well known in the electronic 
payment arts to send a confirmation of payment to the retailer. For example, when 
retailers swipe a customer's credit card, they wait for confirmation that the customer has 
the sufficient credit available before proceeding with the transaction. It would have been 
prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
incorporate this feature with Putta's method and apparatus for improved financial 
instrument processing for the purpose of creating an obvious variation of Putta, which 
discloses that the message is sent to the customer (see at least Paragraphs 0060 and 
0095). It would be obvious that a message would be sent to the retailer (as in the instant 
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application) as opposed to sending the message to the customer (as in Putta). Before the 
retailer completes a transaction, it will want to be certain that the payment has been 
made. 

Claim 2: 

Putta discloses the limitations as described above. Putta further discloses: 

• wherein the process identifier is generated in assignment to a customer 
identifier by the accounting system server and transmitted in advance to the 
retailer in response to a request message transmitted from the retailer terminal 
(see at least Putta, Paragraph 0055 (Merchant requests a SPAN.)). 

Claim 3: 

Putta discloses the limitations as described above. Putta further discloses: 

• wherein the process identifier is sent electronically in an identifier notification 
from the accounting system server to the retailer terminal (see at least Putta, 
Figure 2 and Paragraph 0055 (Merchant requests a SPAN.)). 

Claim 7: 

Putta discloses the limitations as described above. Putta does not disclose: 

• wherein each message from the retailer terminal or the accounting system 
server includes a retailer identifier and a context data record identifying the 
goods or service. 

However, Examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well known in the electronic 
payment arts to include information regarding the transaction in messages relating to the 
transaction. For example, receipts almost always contain this information. It would have 
been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
incorporate this feature with Putta's method and apparatus for improved financial 
instrument processing for the purpose of making it easy to identify the transaction that the 
message relates to by including information regarding the transaction. Relevant 
information about a transaction would obviously include the identity of the retailer and the 
subject of the transaction (i.e., the goods or services being purchased.). If the message is 
saved for record keeping purposes, it would be necessary to include this information. 



Claim 8: 

Putta discloses the limitations as described above. Putta further discloses: 
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• the process identifier is transmitted to the retailer terminal by email or SMS (see 
at least Putta, Paragraph 0100). 

Claim 9: 

Putta discloses the limitations as described above. Putta further discloses: 

• wherein the customer is notified of the process identifier at a point of sale 
outside the data or telecommunication network (see at least Putta, Paragraph 
0046-0047). 

Claim 10: 

Putta discloses the limitations as described above. Putta further discloses: 

• wherein the confirmation request is transmitted from the accounting system 
server to the customer terminal via email, WAP push, SMS or as a synthetic 
voice message (see at least Putta, Paragraph 0100). 

Claim 11: 

Putta discloses the limitations as described above. Putta does not disclose: 

• wherein the confirmation request from the accounting system server to the 
customer terminal includes a retailer name and a context data record identifying 
the goods or service. 

However, Examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well known in the electronic 
payment arts to include information regarding the transaction in messages relating to the 
transaction. It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to incorporate this feature with Putta's method and ap paratus for 
improved financial instrument processing for the purpose of making it easy to identify the 
transaction that the message relates to by including information regarding the 
transaction. Relevant information about a transaction would obviously include the identity 
of the retailer and the subject of the transaction (i.e., the goods or services being 
purchased.). If the message is saved for record keeping purposes, it would be necessary 
to include this information. 

Claim 12: 

Putta discloses the limitations as described above. Putta further discloses: 

• wherein the confirmation message is sent from the customer terminal to the 
accounting system server by email redirect, WAP redirect or SMS redirect 
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without additional input on the part of the customer (see at least Putta, 
Paragraph 0100). 



Claim 13: 

Putta discloses the limitations as described above. Putta does not explicitly disclose: 

• wherein the confirmation message is sent from the customer terminal to the 
accounting system server by voice message subject to subsequent voice ID or 
by DTMF. 

It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the ti me of the 
invention to incorporate this feature with Putta's method and apparatus for improved 
financial instrument processing. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to incorporate this feature for the purpose of creating an obvious variation of 
Putta, which discloses email (see at least Paragraph 01000). It would be obvious to 
instead use a voice message. 



Claim 14: 

Putta discloses the limitations as described above. Putta further discloses: 

• wherein the confirmation message from the cus tomer terminal to the accounting 
system server includes a customer identifier that is automatically generated or 
input by the customer and optionally also an authentication code (see at least 
Putta, Paragraphs 0046-0047 (SPAN); and Paragraph 0093 (unique 
authorization code)). 



Claim 15: 

Putta discloses the limitations as described above. Putta further discloses: 

• wherein the accounting system server sends a second execution message to 
the customer terminal in addition to the first execution message to the retailer 
terminal (see at least Putta, Paragraphs 0060 and 0095 (customer receives 
notification message.)). 

Claim 16: 

Putta discloses the limitations of: 

• an accounting system server of an accounting system operator (see at least 
Putta, Paragraph 0046 (accounts database)); 
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• a customer terminal linked to a data and/or telecommunication network, which 
can be connected via the network to the accounting system server (see at least 
Putta, Paragraph 0047 (online interface for customers)); 

• a retailer terminal linked to the data and/or telecommunication network or a 
further communication network, which can be connected via the network to the 
accounting system server (see at least Putta, Paragraph 0131); 

• a receiving device for receiving a confirmation message from the customer 
terminal and for extracting at least the process identifier and a released payment 
amount from this (see at least Putta, Paragraph 0075 (The customer creates the 
face value of the SPAN. By doing so, the customer is authorizing an expenditure 
that is not to exceed that amount. This information is sent to the system as 
confirmation of the payment.)); 

• a storage device for customer-related storage of the credit amount and for 
process-related storage of the released payment amount (see at least Putta, 
Paragraph 0044 (databases)); and 

• a comparison device for comparing the credit amount with the payment amount 
and control and a transmission device connected to the comparison device to 
trigger the charge (see at least Putta, Paragraph 0060 (The transaction is either 
authorized or rejected based on whether the authorization amount is greater than 
the payment amount.)). 

Putta does not explicitly disclose: 

• wherein the accounting system server has a generating device for generating 
and sending a confirmation request to the customer terminal. 
However, Examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well known in the electronic 
payment arts to send a confirmation request. For example, when people send packages 
through the mail or a delivery service, it has always been common to request 
confirmation of delivery from the recipient. Additionally, when people make purchases, 
they have often requested receipts, especially when an item is being ordered. It would 
have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate this feature with Putta's method and apparatus for improved 
financial instrument processing for the purpose of creating an obvious variation of Putta, 
which discloses that the merchant sends the confirmation request (see at least 
Paragraph 0055). It would be obvious that the accounting system (as in the instant 
application) could send the confirmation request as opposed to the merchant (as in 
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Putta). Additionally, it is obvious that the server would require that the customer confirm 
that the identifier and payment amount were received. 

Putta does not explicitly disclose: 

• send the execution message to the retailer terminal. 

However, Examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well known in the electronic 
payment arts to send a confirmation of payment to the retailer. For example, when 
retailers swipe a customer's credit card, they wait for confirmation that the customer has 
the sufficient credit available before proceeding with the transaction. It would have been 
prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
incorporate this feature with Putta's method and apparatus for improved financial 
instrument processing for the purpose of creating an obvious variation of Putta, which 
discloses that the message is sent to the customer (see at least Paragraphs 0060 and 
0095). It would be obvious that a message would be sent to the retailer (as in the instant 
application) as opposed to sending the message to the customer (as in Putta). Before the 
retailer completes a transaction, it will want to be certain that the payment has been 
made. 

Claim 19: 

Putta discloses the limitations as described above. Putta further discloses: 

• wherein the accounting system server further comprises a calculation device to 
calculate the remaining payment amount from a stored released payment 
amount and at least one step-related payment amount and the storage device 
is connected to the calculation device to store the remaining payment amount in 
place of the released payment amount as input data for the comparison device 
(see at least Putta, Paragraph 0060 (The transaction is either authorized or 
rejected based on whether the authorization amount is greater than the 
payment amount.)). 

Claim 20: 

Putta discloses the limitations as described above. Putta further discloses: 

• wherein the accounting system server has an identification and storage device 
for extracting a retailer identifier and/or customer identifier from messages from 
the retailer terminal or customer terminal and a storage and addressing device 
for addressing the confirmation request and/or execution message and 
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optionally further messages to the customer terminal or retailer terminal based 
on the stored retailer identifier or customer identifier (see at least Putta, Figure 
3, Item 352; Figure 6, Item 350; Figure 10, Item 351; and Paragraph 0046 
(database)). 

26. Claims 4-6 and 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Putta et 
al., U.S. Patent Application Publication Number 2001/0032192 A1 in view of Maritzen et al., U.S. Patent 
Application Publication Number 2003/01 87784 A1. 

Claim 4: 

Putta discloses the limitations as described above. Putta does not disclose, but Maritzen, 
however does disclose: 

• wherein a second payment step and any additional steps of an associated 
series of payment steps are executed in each instance by transmission of a 
step-related payment amount in assignment to the process identifier to the 
accounting system server, verification of the step-related payment amount in 
relation to a payment amount remaining from the released payment amount and 
charging further to the establishment of a step-related payment amount less 
than the remaining payment amount and sending a further execution message 
to the retailer terminal (see at least Maritzen, Paragraph 0078 (It is determined 
whether the payment amount exceeds the amount authorized by the customer. 
If the payment amount exceeds the authorized amount, the customer can 
authorize payment of the amount in excess of the previously authorized 
amount. Then, funds are transferred from the customer to the merchant to pay 
this additional amount.)). 
It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the ti me of the 
invention to incorporate Maritzen's feature with Putta's method and apparatus for 
improved financial instrument processing. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to incorporate this feature for the purpose of determining the amount of the 
payment that the customer has not authorized for payment. It would be obvious to 
determine this amount in order to determine whether additional authorization is required. 



Claim 5: 
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Putta/Maritzen discloses the limitations as described above. Putta does not disclose, but 
Maritzen, however does disclose: 

• wherein in the second payment step or additional steps in the result of the 
establishment of a step-related payment amount exceeding the released 
remaining payment amount, a confirmation request is sent by the accounting 
system server to a customer terminal with the original or a new process 
identifier and payment amount information with a payment amount at least 
covering the difference between the step-related payment amount and the 
remaining payment amount and charging of the step -related payment amount is 
only triggered after receipt of a corresponding confirmation message from the 
customer terminal (see at least Maritzen, Paragraph 0078 (It is determined 
whether the payment amount exceeds the amount authorized by the customer. 
If the payment amount exceeds the authorized amount, the customer can 
authorize payment of the amount in excess of the previously authorized 
amount. Then, funds are transferred from the customer to the merchant to pay 
this additional amount.)). 

It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate Maritzen's feature with Putta/Maritzen's method and apparatus 
for improved financial instrument processing. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
been motivated to incorporate this feature for the purpose of determining the amount of 
the payment that the customer has not authorized for payment. It would be obvious to 
determine this amount in order to determine whether additional authorization is required. 

Claim 6: 

Putta/Maritzen discloses the limitations as described above. Putta does not disclose, but 
Maritzen, however does disclose: 

• wherein the payment amount specified in the confirmation request for 
confirmation is substantially larger than a difference between the step-related 
payment amount and the remaining payment amount, such that further to a 
confirmation message for the payment amount, a new remaining payment 
amount is released for a plurality of subsequent payment steps in the 
accounting system server (see at least Maritzen, Paragraph 0078 (If the 
payment amount exceeds the amount authorized by the customer, the 
customer can agree to pay the new (i.e., higher) amount.)). 



Application/Control Number: 

10/519,921 

Art Unit: 3692 



Page 14 



It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the ti me of the 
invention to incorporate Maritzen's feature with Putta/Maritzen's method and apparatus 
for improved financial instrument processing. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
been motivated to incorporate this feature for the purpose of determining the amount of 
the payment that the customer has not authorized for payment. It would be obvious to 
determine this amount in order to determine whether additional authorization is required. 

Claim 17: 

Putta discloses the limitations as described above. Putta does not disclose, but Maritzen, 
however does disclose: 

• wherein the customer terminal is configured as a mobile radio terminal and the 
data and/or telecommunication network has a mobile radio network, and a 
mobile radio transmission/receiving device is assigned to the accounting 
system sen/er for bi-directional mobile radio communication with the customer 
terminal (see at least Maritzen, Paragraph 0021). 

It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the ti me of the 
invention to incorporate Maritzen's feature with Putta's method and apparatus for 
improved financial instrument processing. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to incorporate this feature for the purpose of wirelessly connecting to the 
network. It would be obvious that it is more convenient for customers to be able to 
wirelessly and remotely connect to the internet. 

Claim 18: 

Putta/Maritzen discloses the limitations as described above. Putta further discloses: 

• wherein the generating device for generating the process identifier and the 
transmission device are connected to for transmission thereof to the retailer 
terminal (see at least Putta, Figure 1 and Figure 2). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Elizabeth Rosen whose telephone number is 571-270-1850. The examiner can normally 
be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30 am-6:00 pm est, alt Fridays off. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Kambiz Abdi can be reached at 571-272-6702. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from either 
Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private 
PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 
866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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